out-patients should not, under any circumstances, be made to pay ; that it was impossible to use the honorary medical staff of the hospitals as consultants at provident dispensaries ; that there was practically no abuse of the outpatient department, so far as patients seeking relief were concerned, and that any form of the pay system should be unreservedly condemned.
Mr. Timothy Holmes, F.R.C.S., opened the discussion by defending the provident dispensaries, and insisting upon the desirability of affiliating such institutions with the hospitals for out-patient work.
Dr. Bristowe, F.R.S., expressed general sympathy with the views of the two previous speakers, but desired a little more time before committing himself to a definite opinion for or against the proposition of the paper.
Mr. Nelson Hardy maintained the rights of the general practitioners, and declared that the poor-law dispensaries being adequately provided and managed, a majority of the persons now seeking relief as out-patients should be compelled to seek relief from these institutions. If this were done, very many of the present out-patients would consult private practitioners at their own expense, as they were well able to do.
Mr. Burdett, having pointed out that hospital treatment was intended, and must be secured, for the relief of the deserving poor above the pauper class, to the exclusion of well-to-do patients, vigorously defended the pay system. He, however, condemned the registration system, because in practice it produced more cruel results and injustice than any system yet associated with medical relief. He maintained that we were on a wrong tack altogether in England in the treatment of out-patients. Instead 
